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as more to the purpose, deal with the question-not a dif-
fieuit one it seems to, me -as if it was, as in fact it ie, now
presented for the first time.

The facts are very few and uncomplicated. The testator
was unmarriod. Hie left two brothers eurviving, namnely,
Barry S. Cooper and William F. S. Cooper. Barry S.
Cooper had eight çchildren, of whom three were Le-
males and five maies. William F. S. Cooper, so far
as appears, was unmarried. The teetator also ef t other
nephews and niecce to the number of more than eighit, but
the exact number is not stated, the children of deceased
brothers and sisters. The testator wae apparently well dis-
posed towards his brother Barry S. Cooper, to wliom he left
in hie will a substantial bequet.

The contention of the appellant is that the Court ehould,
under theee circumstances, supply the word " chidren "
af ter the word " nephewe " to make the clause read " ny
tliree nieces andi five nephewe, chîldren of Barry S. Cooper."
And with that contention I entirely agree.

Thi the Court has power in a proper case to supply a
missing word cannot ho dieputed. The ruie je statod in
niany eases; aîiiong others by Knight Bruce, L..J., in Pride
'V. F'ouks, 3 DeG. and J. 252, at p. 266, in these words:

"Again, ail lawyers kçnow that if the contents of a will
show that a word has been uindesignedly omitted or un-
dèsigîiedly iiiserted, and demonetrate what addition by con-
etruction wiIl fulil the intention with which the document
was written, the addition or rejection will by construction
be made."

Similar romarke by the same learned Judge occur in the
earlier case of Key v. Key, 4 DeG. M. & G. 73, at p. 84. See
also Mellor v. Dainiree, 33 Ch. D. 198; Re Ifolden, 5 O. L.
R. 156, at p. 162.

The Court muet of course firet he satisfied from the lan-
guage of the wil what was the real intention of the testator;
for it is oniy to give effeot to sucli intention that the impli-
cation can be made.

In the present instance, upon the facte, the matter does
not, it appear& to me, admit of a reasonable doubt. The
testator had some eighteen or more nephews and niecee.
Out of these lie seleoted'as the apecial subjecte of hie bounty
in the clause in question, three nieces and frve nephews-
exactly the number and description of the chîldren of hie


